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Period for Reply 4 ^'^ com ^nication appears on the cover sheet with th correspondence address 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. " 

' ^rstTB^TH^ T ilable , Und T } h ^!~* of 37 CFR 1 - 136 (*>- no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

* If NO P o e J?i°„H fn r rr! P | y '^r * ^ (30) dayS ' 8 Within the statutor y minimum of thirt X < 3 °> *>ys will be considered timely 
" Wto ^ iShta h« P ,pt t TH 1 "' ma ,T Um Peri ° d Wi " app,y and Wi " eX P ,re SIX ® MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

Failure o reply wrthm the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 133) 

\^ne^ 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1^26 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1^26 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (ft 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. U Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 3) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1 .78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1.78. 

Attachment(s) 

l\n ^ iceo ^ ef ! rencesCi,ed ( PT( >892) 4)Q ln«erviewSummar y (PTCM13)PaperNo(s). 

2 U Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-lii~ 

3) LSI Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 0302 . 6) □ Other: 
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1. The Mowing is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 

a JST TT* °' thiS differenCeS b6tWeen the sub * ct sought to be 

patented and the pnor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the toe the invention was made to a person having ordinary skilJ in the art to wSS 
matter perta.ns. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which itvSZf 


over 


2. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
Jones (4,606,927) and Molee et al (US 5,380,047) and Schwartz et al (US 4,767,205). 

Jones teaches associating a unique marks on an object. The unique mark 
includes coded microp articles dispersed in an adhesive medium. The code can be 
associated with the owner of the article (column 3, lines 45-53). It is clear that the 
chosen code must be associates with an interpretation as to its meaning, and to be 
useful the interpretation must be recorded and available to those who wish to verify 
the ownership or the like that is encoded by the code. It is known to place such 
unique coding information in computer databases and make it remotely available, 
as shown by Molee et al. The use of the internet rather that the telephone as 
disclosed by Molee et al would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made because the internet is a well-known system of remote information retrieval 
and allows rapid access at all times from anywhere in the world where the internet 
is available. Molee et al also discloses associating a certificate of authenticity with 
the object. Molee et al shows including a visual indicia such as a number as a part 
of the system, the visual indicia being associated with a tamper-proof mark; the 


use 
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of the microparticles of Jones in conjunction with the indicia of Molee et al would 
have been obvious because it would add security in that the microparticles as 
taught be Jones are, as disclosed therein, a known way of identifying articles in a 
secure manner. Schwartz et al , like Jones, teaches the use of coded microparticles 
to mark an item, and discloses that the particles can be fluorescent (column 5, lines 
43-44). Marks as disclosed by the reference are all machine discernable, and 
automating the detection would have been obvious because such automation will 
result in increased speed and accuracy while reducing the need for human operator 
intervention. 


3. The form 1449 filed 25 March 2002 has included a web page from Verification 
Technologies. This reference has not been considered because no copy is in the file 
and the fisted URL is either incorrect or has been removed from the web. 


4. Papers related to this application may be submitted to Group 2800 by 
facsimile transmission. The faxing of such papers must conform to the notice 
published in the Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 (15 November 1989). The fax number 
is (703) 872-9306 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to R. A. Rosenberger whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-4804. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (7j03) 308- 


0956. 


R. A. Rosenberger 
5 December 2003 



